
PREPAREP) BY: 

RHxwENDED ACTION: 

C i t y  Manager 

rilat the C i t y  Council &view alternate dues 
schedules for the Central V a l l e y  Division and 
take action as deemed appropriate. 

BAXGROLiND INFoiF.IATION: For the past t m  x three yearc the Central Valley 
Division k s  Seen m?ducthg its business on annual 
revenues totaling $825. C o u n c i L m k r  ihnciy Snider, 

in his capacity of division president, has proposed a per capita dues structure 
that  m 1 d  pmduce incr~~sed revenue w i t h  which to collduct sigxificantly 
expaded division txlsiness. The attached merro (Exhibit A) with alternate dues 
schedules was presented to the division’s Exmtive cannittee st a meting ir, 
Modesto earlier this manth. The occrmittee ws in a v t  that the proposal 
of a per capita assessrrent w a s  acceptable, prabably w i t h  a $500 mxhm levy on 
any one city. C i t y  representatives w e r e  requested to review t h i s  w i t h  their 
respective C i t y  Councils ancf then report back to the division president. The 
attach& m e m  sets forth the kinas Gf division activities that right be funded 
by the revenues realized fm such a dues schedule. 

Courcihmker S n i d s  and I w i l l  be prepare? to present t h i s  item and answer m y  
questions Councilmembers m y  have. 

&&a -- 

“bnas A. Petersan 

: br 

att&mient 

City Manager 



Ffi(r-f: R?n&y Snider, Counci-r, I a i i  
President, Cent rdL  V a l l e y  Division 

The present dues schedule for cities in the Central Valley Division of the League of 
California C i t i e s  generates annclally $825 for the conduct of divisi.m hsiness. I t  
is  my contention that them is much mre the division can and should be doing a s  an 
organization to further the act ivi t ies  of the Central Valley Division and the League 
of California C i t i e s .  W i t h  &is in mind, 1 am suggesting, for the becut ive  
Chnittee's review, evaluation and perhaps action, a suggested dues schedule that 
would enahle this division to function mre efficiently and be mre t ru ly  
representative of our cities, Attached (Wi t  A) i s  a schedule that prese-rts the 
ex is t i ng  dues structure, a suggested dues structure on the basis of .OlC per capita 
With a 
capita With a murimurn of $750 per city. The maxi;inrmS are suggested because of the 
inpact on t m  cities in the division (Strockton and Modesto) who, ccmbined, tatai 
approximately 51% of the division's population. 
appro-ximtely $3,745.00 in annual. revenue for the division's operations. The $750 
maxhun  generates annually approxkmtely $4,24 5.00. 

We are a division amprid of 24 cities, ranging in s ize  fran Stockton 
(pop. 169,147) to Angels Qwp. 2,302). Because of s i z e  and financial resources, 
sate of uur cities are better equipped than others to absorb the cost of 
participating in division and uague of California C i t i e s  activit ies.  I feel that 
a l l  of our cities, regardless of size, should be afforded the opportunity to serve 
on and particiFtE! in kague of California C i t i e s  camittees and other act ivi t ies .  
This is one reiason that I suggest a mre financially productive division dues 
schedule. !rk kinds of act ivi t ies  which might he funded by t h e  revenues realized 
f m  such a dues schedule would be the fOUowing: 

of $500 per city.. and a dues structure on the basis of .OSC per 

The $500 maximum generates m u a l l y  

Central Valley Division reception dt the annu!. ccnference of the League of 
California C i t i e s  

Executive Carnnittre m e w s  

Travel m s e s  ( a i r  fare, food and lodging) for attendance at League of 
California C i t i e s  policy Cannittee nreetings 

Special metings for central valley Division officers 

Expenses for guest speakers at Central Valley Division quarterly neetings 

Mailings 

Printing (letterheads, etc.) 

mtertahmmt a t  Central Valley Division quarterly metings 

Guest dinners (elected off ic ia ls  at the S t a t e  and Federal ievel; ministers; 
college and university presidents; Chanter of Cmrerce presidents, etc.) 

I look forward to discussing tixis i s sue  with  yo^. 

E:br 
a t t a c m t  



$500 $750 
Maximum 

Current 
c i t y  A s s e s m t  

2,302 x -01 25.00 
18,900 25.00 

25.00 
190.00 

165.00 
55.00 

35.00 

35.00 

35.00 

30.00 

388:88 
115.00 

290.00 
435.00 
750.00 

35.00 

90.00 

45.00 

45.00 
65.00 

40.00 
750.00 

215.00 
315.00 

30.00 

$4,245-00 

25.00 
190.00 

165.00 
55.00 

35.00 

35.00 

35.00 

30.00 

36905:Ooa 
115.00 

290.00 
435.00 
500.00 

35.00 

90.00 

45.00 

45.00 
65.00 

40.00 
500.00 

215-00 
315.00 

20.00 

$3,745.00 

16,500 25.00 
5,700 25.00 

Dos Palas 

Escalon 

3,530 25.00 

3,370 25 - 00 
3,427 25.00 

m$l.son 3,094 25.00 

5,794 
39,475 

25-00 - 
50.00 

11,556 25.00 

Manteca 
Merced 
Modestc 

29, G77 50.00 
43,468 50. DO 
122 , 855 75.00 

Newman 3,390 25.00 

Oakdale 9,075 25.00 

Patterson 4,697 25.00 

Ripon 
Riverbank 

4,393 25.00 
6,300 25.00 

Sonora 
S t K k t D I l  

3,840 25.00 
169,147 75.00 

21,674 50.00 
31,755 50. 00 

2,940 25.00 Waterford 

Total  m*tion 566,259 x .01 S32S.00 

- (24 cities) -2W $25.00 
-5OM 50.00 
+50M 75.00 



R - L W ,  that the City amxi? of the City 0' b d i  does .'ler&y 

approve the Dues Schedule for the 

Valley Division, as Shawn on Exhibit "A" attached hereto ;ind ~w mde 

a part hereof.  

of Califonria Cities, Central 

hted: 



2,302 x -01 
18,900 25.00 

190.00 

165.00 
55.00 

16,500 
5,700 

Dos Palcs 
3,530 35. OG 

Escalon 
3,370 35.00 

3,427 35.00 

3,094 30.00 

60.00 
395.00 
115.00 

290.00 
4.15.00 
50'0.00 

Livingstm 
Lcdi 
Jhs J3anos 

5,794 
29,475 
11,556 

Manteca 
Merced 
Modesto 

29,077 
43,468 
122,855 

Newman 3,390 35.00 

9,075 . 90.00 
Patterson 4,697 45.00 
Ripon 
Riverbank 4,393 

6,300 
45.00 
65.00 

Sonora 
stockton 3,840 

169,147 40.00 
500.00 

21,674 
31,755 

215.00 
315.00 

Waterford 
2,940 30.00 

'Ibtal PopuZation 

(24 Cities) 
566,259 x .01 $3,745.00 

Dated: January 7 ,  1987 


